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(4) Minimize the burden of the
collection of information on those who
are to respond, including through the
use of appropriate automated,
electronic, mechanical, or other
technological collection techniques or
other forms of information technology,
e.g., permitting electronic submission of
responses. If you have additional
comments or suggestions, please
include them with your written
response. If a copy of the proposed
collection instrument with instructions
is not published in this notice please
contact the agency representative listed
below if you wish to receive a copy: Ms.
Caroline Wolf Harlow, Room 1009,
Bureau of Justice Statistics, Indiana
Building, 633 Indiana Avenue NW.,
Washington, DC 20531.

Overview of this information
collection:

(1) Type of Information Collection:
Reinstatement, with change, of a
previously approved collection for
which approval has expired.

(2) Title of the Form/Collection:
Survey of Inmates in State Correctional
Facilities, 1996–1997. Survey of Inmates
in Federal Correctional Facilities, 1996–
1997.

(3) Agency form number, if any, and
the applicable component of the
Department of Justice sponsoring the
collection: Form: NPS–12, 13, 14, 24,
25, 26, 27, and 32. Bureau of Justice
Statistics, United States Department of
Justice.

(4) Who will be asked or required to
respond, as well as a brief abstract:
Primary: Individuals or households.
Other: State, Local or Tribal
Government. This survey will be used to
profile State and Federal prison inmates
nationwide; to determine trends in
inmate composition, criminal history
and alcohol and drug use; and gun use
and crime; and to report on the victims
of crime. The data will be used by BJS,
Congress, the Executive Office of the
President, researchers, practitioners,
and others in the criminal justice
community. No other collection series
provides these data.

(5) An estimate of the total number of
respondents and the amount of time
estimated for an average respondent to
respond: 19,428 respondents at 1 hour
per response.

(6) An estimate of the total public
burden (in hours) associated with the
collection: 19,428 annual burden hours.

If additional information is required
contact: Mr. Robert B. Briggs, Clearance
Officer, United States Department of
Justice, Information Management and
Security Staff, Justice Management
Division, Suite 850, Washington Center,

1001 G Street NW., Washington, DC
20530.

Dated: February 21, 1996.
Robert B. Briggs,
Department Clearance Officer, United States
Department of Justice.
[FR Doc. 96–4340 Filed 2–26–96; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4410–18–M

NATIONAL AERONAUTICS AND
SPACE ADMINISTRATION

[Notice 96–016 ]

NASA Advisory Council; Renewal of
the NASA Advisory Council and
Related Committees

AGENCY: National Aeronautics and
Space Administration.

ACTION: Notice of renewal of the NASA
Advisory Council and related
committees.

SUMMARY: Pursuant to section 14(b)(1) of
the Federal Advisory Committee Act,
Public Law 92–463, as amended, and
after consultation with the Committee
Management Secretariat, General
Services Administration, the National
Aeronautics and Space Administration
has determined that the renewal of the
NASA Advisory Council and its
committees is in the public interest in
connection with the performance of
duties imposed upon NASA by law.

The following advisory committees
are being renewed:

—NASA Advisory Council
—Advisory Committee on the

International Space Station
—Aeronautics Advisory Committee
—Earth Systems Science and

Applications Advisory Committee
—Life and Microgravity Sciences and

Applications Advisory Committee
—Minority Business Resource Advisory

Committee
—Space Science Advisory Committee
—Technology and Commercialization

Advisory Committee

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Ms. Anne L. Accola, Code Z, National
Aeronautics and Space Administration,
Washington, DC 20546, 202/358–0682.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
function of the Council is to consult
with and advise the NASA
Administrator or designee with respect
to plans for, work in progress on, and
accomplishments of NASA’s
aeronautics and space programs.

Dated: February 21, 1996.
Timothy M. Sullivan,
Advisory Committee Management Officer,
National Aeronautics and Space
Administration.
[FR Doc. 96–4315 Filed 2–26–96; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 7510–01–M

NATIONAL COMMUNICATIONS
SYSTEM

Telecommunications Service Priority
System Oversight Committee; Meeting

AGENCY: National Communications
System (NCS).
ACTION: Notice of meeting.

SUMMARY: A meeting of the
Telecommunications Service Priority
(TSP) System Oversight Committee will
convene Thursday, March 21, 1996 from
9:00 a.m. to 4:30 p.m. The meeting will
be held at the Federal Emergency
Management Agency Headquarters, 500
C Street, SW, Washington, DC. The
agenda is as follows:
—Opening/Administrative Remarks
—Review Action Items from September

meeting
—TSP Program Office Activities
—FEMA Sponsorship of State and Local

TSP Requests
—TSP National Information

Infrastructure Issue Working Group
—Cellular Priority Access Service

Update
—TSP System Oversight Committee

Charter
—TSP and the Defense Information

System Network
—Old Business/New Business

Anyone interested in attending or
presenting additional information to the
Committee, please contact LCDR Angela
Abrahamson, Manager, TSP Program
Office, (703) 607–4930, or Betty Hoskin,
(703) 607–4932 by March 15, 1996.
Dennis Bodson,
Chief, Technology and Standards.
[FR Doc. 96–4344 Filed 2–26–96; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 5000–03–M

NUCLEAR REGULATORY
COMMISSION

[Docket Nos. 50–373 AND 50–374]

Commonwealth Edison Co.; Notice of
Consideration of Issuance of
Amendments to Facility Operating
Licenses, Proposed No Significant
Hazards Consideration Determination,
and Opportunity for a Hearing

The U.S. Nuclear Regulatory
Commission (the Commission) is
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considering issuance of amendments to
Facility Operating License Nos. NPF–11
and NPF–18 issued to Commonwealth
Edison Company (ComEd, the licensee)
for operation of the LaSalle County
Station, Units 1 and 2, located in
LaSalle County, Illinois.

The proposed amendment would
change the setpoints for the automatic
primary containment isolation signal
upon detection of a high main steamline
tunnel differential temperature.
Additionally, the proposed amendments
would delete the automatic isolation
function upon detection of a high main
steamline tunnel temperature. Both
these temperature generated signals
detect possible steam leaks in the main
steamline tunnel and initiate the
isolation signals cited above, thereby
providing automatic closure of the main
steamline isolation valves (MSIVs) and
the main steamline drain isolation
valves. The intent of the proposed
actions is to minimize spurious
isolation signals which, in turn, would
trip the reactor. The licensee proposes
to provide for early detection of a main
steamline break by relying on an
automatic isolation signal which would
be generated by a main steamline leak
of 100 gallons per minute (gpm) or
greater. The current isolation setpoints
are based on a steam leakage of 25 gpm
in the main steamline tunnel.

Before issuance of the proposed
license amendment, the Commission
will have made findings required by the
Atomic Energy Act of 1954, as amended
(the Act) and the Commission’s
regulations.

The Commission has made a
proposed determination that the
amendment request involves no
significant hazards consideration. Under
the Commission’s regulations in 10 CFR
50.92, this means that operation of the
facility in accordance with the proposed
amendment would not (1) involve a
significant increase in the probability or
consequences of an accident previously
evaluated; or (2) create the possibility of
a new or different kind of accident from
any accident previously evaluated; or
(3) involve a significant reduction in a
margin of safety. As required by 10 CFR
50.91(a), the licensee has provided its
analysis of the issue of no significant
hazards consideration, which is
presented below:

(1) Involve a significant increase in the
probability or consequences of an accident
previously evaluated because:

a. There is no effect on accident initiators
so there is no change in probability of an
accident. The accident analysis associated
with a steam line break in the main steam
line tunnel assumes an instantaneous
circumferential break of a main steam line

downstream of the outermost isolation valve.
The leak detection isolation on differential
temperature based on less than or equal to 10
percent of a calculated critical crack of a
main steam line is only a precursor of a
break, and thus does not affect the
probability of a break.

b. There is no or minimal effect on the
consequences of analyzed accidents due to
deletion of the automatic isolation on high
temperature leak detection in the main steam
line tunnel or due to increasing the leak
detection differential temperature setpoint
and allowable values to detect a 100 gpm
steam leak from a crack in a main steam line.
The worst case accident corresponding to
main steam lines outside of the reactor vessel
and primary containment boundary is a main
steam line break, which bounds the dose
consequences of any size steam leak less than
a full break. Also, a 200 gpm steam leak
results in a calculated offsite dose within the
annual whole body dose limit and the
radioiodine release limit per 10 CFR 50
Appendix I, if detected and isolated within
several weeks.

(2) Create the possibility of a new or
different kind of accident from any accident
previously evaluated because:

The purpose of the main steam line
isolation is based on leak detection and
automatic isolation for leakage in the main
steam line tunnel downstream of the
outermost isolation valve. This change
maintains this capability with only the leak
detection based on high differential
temperature in the steam line tunnel. Also,
the primary containment isolation logic for
main steam line leak detection isolation on
high differential temperature remains the
same. Thus no new or different accident is
created.

(3) Involve a significant reduction in the
margin of safety because:

The increased setpoint for differential
temperature leak detection for automatic
isolation of the main steam lines due to a
steam leak outside of the primary
containment is based on calculated/analyzed
response to a steam leak [that is] small
compared to the leak from a critical crack.
The leak detection isolation logic remains
single failure proof. The previous evaluation
of diversity of isolation parameters
considered the ambient temperature and
differential temperature isolations as one
parameter in Table 5.2–8 of the LaSalle
[Updated Final Safety Analysis Report]
UFSAR. The deletion of leak detection
isolation of the main steam lines based on
high ambient temperature in the main steam
line tunnel is acceptable, because the
differential temperature isolation has been
analyzed to detect and isolate the main steam
lines based on bounding inlet air
temperatures. Therefore, the Main Steam
Line High flow, vessel low level, and the
differential temperature instruments
maintain adequate diversity of isolation
parameters without main steam line tunnel
high temperature.

The differential temperature leak detection
for the main steam line tunnel depends on
normal ventilation flow to detect leakage.
Therefore, the trip function will be declared
inoperable upon loss of or shutdown of

normal ventilation. The Technical
Specifications currently allow the main
steam tunnel high temperature and high
differential temperature isolation channels to
be inoperable for up to 4 or 12 hours during
the performance of specified required
surveillances. The 12 hours allowed outage
time is currently for an 18 month
surveillance requirement. The addition of
allowance for up to 12 hours allowed outage
time to recover normal ventilation following
an unplanned loss of normal ventilation is
reasonable, since the time is small compared
to the time frame over which a pipe crack
grows. Also, supplemental monitoring of
water collection sumps and area temperature
in the main steam line tunnel provides
heightened awareness of operators to detect
leakage in the main steam line tunnel during
the time normal ventilation is not available.
The planned shutdown of normal ventilation
is currently allowed for up to 4 hours by the
Technical Specifications. The unplanned loss
of normal ventilation is expected to be less
than two times per cycle upon completion
[of] design changes to make the isolation
logic power supply D.C. instead of A.C.
through motor generator sets.

The NRC staff has reviewed the
licensee’s analysis and, based on this
review, it appears that the three
standards of 10 CFR 50.92(c) are
satisfied. Therefore, the NRC staff
proposes to determine that the
amendment request involves no
significant hazards consideration.

The Commission is seeking public
comments on this proposed
determination. Any comments received
within 30 days after the date of
publication of this notice will be
considered in making any final
determination.

Normally, the Commission will not
issue the amendment until the
expiration of the 30-day notice period.
However, should circumstances change
during the notice period such that
failure to act in a timely way would
result, for example, in derating or
shutdown of the facility, the
Commission may issue the license
amendment before the expiration of the
30-day notice period, provided that its
final determination is that the
amendment involves no significant
hazards consideration. The final
determination will consider all public
and State comments received. Should
the Commission take this action, it will
publish in the Federal Register a notice
of issuance and provide for opportunity
for a hearing after issuance. The
Commission expects that the need to
take this action will occur very
infrequently.

Written comments may be submitted
by mail to the Rules Review and
Directives Branch, Division of Freedom
of Information and Publications
Services, Office of Administration, U.S.
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Nuclear Regulatory Commission,
Washington, DC 20555, and should cite
the publication date and page number of
this Federal Register notice. Written
comments may also be delivered to
Room 6D22, Two White Flint North,
11545 Rockville Pike, Rockville,
Maryland, from 7:30 a.m. to 4:15 p.m.
Federal workdays. Copies of written
comments received may be examined at
the NRC Public Document Room, the
Gelman Building, 2120 L Street, NW.,
Washington, DC.

The filing of requests for hearing and
petitions for leave to intervene is
discussed below.

By March 28, 1996, the licensee may
file a request for a hearing with respect
to issuance of the amendment to the
subject facility operating license and
any person whose interest may be
affected by this proceeding and who
wishes to participate as a party in the
proceeding must file a written request
for a hearing and a petition for leave to
intervene. Requests for a hearing and a
petition for leave to intervene shall be
filed in accordance with the
Commission’s ‘‘Rules of Practice for
Domestic Licensing Proceedings’’ in 10
CFR Part 2. Interested persons should
consult a current copy of 10 CFR 2.714
which is available at the Commission’s
Public Document Room, the Gelman
Building, 2120 L Street, NW.,
Washington, DC, and at the local public
document room located at the Jacobs
Memorial Library, Illinois Valley
Community College, Oglesby, Illinois
61348. If a request for a hearing or
petition for leave to intervene is filed by
the above date, the Commission or an
Atomic Safety and Licensing Board,
designated by the Commission or by the
Chairman of the Atomic Safety and
Licensing Board Panel, will rule on the
request and/or petition; and the
Secretary or the designated Atomic
Safety and Licensing Board will issue a
notice of hearing or an appropriate
order.

As required by 10 CFR 2.714, a
petition for leave to intervene shall set
forth with particularity the interest of
the petitioner in the proceeding, and
how that interest may be affected by the
results of the proceeding. The petition
should specifically explain the reasons
why intervention should be permitted
with particular reference to the
following factors: (1) The nature of the
petitioner’s right under the Act to be
made party to the proceeding; (2) the
nature and extent of the petitioner’s
property, financial, or other interest in
the proceeding; and (3) the possible
effect of any order which may be
entered in the proceeding on the
petitioner’s interest. The petition should

also identify the specific aspect(s) of the
subject matter of the proceeding as to
which petitioner wishes to intervene.
Any person who has filed a petition for
leave to intervene or who has been
admitted as a party may amend the
petition without requesting leave of the
Board up to 15 days prior to the first
prehearing conference scheduled in the
proceeding, but such an amended
petition must satisfy the specificity
requirements described above.

Not later than 15 days prior to the first
prehearing conference scheduled in the
proceeding, a petitioner shall file a
supplement to the petition to intervene
which must include a list of the
contentions which are sought to be
litigated in the matter. Each contention
must consist of a specific statement of
the issue of law or fact to be raised or
controverted. In addition, the petitioner
shall provide a brief explanation of the
bases of the contention and a concise
statement of the alleged facts or expert
opinion which support the contention
and on which the petitioner intends to
rely in proving the contention at the
hearing. The petitioner must also
provide references to those specific
sources and documents of which the
petitioner is aware and on which the
petitioner intends to rely to establish
those facts or expert opinion. Petitioner
must provide sufficient information to
show that a genuine dispute exists with
the applicant on a material issue of law
or fact. Contentions shall be limited to
matters within the scope of the
amendment under consideration. The
contention must be one which, if
proven, would entitle the petitioner to
relief. A petitioner who fails to file such
a supplement which satisfies these
requirements with respect to at least one
contention will not be permitted to
participate as a party.

Those permitted to intervene become
parties to the proceeding, subject to any
limitations in the order granting leave to
intervene, and have the opportunity to
participate fully in the conduct of the
hearing, including the opportunity to
present evidence and cross-examine
witnesses.

If a hearing is requested, the
Commission will make a final
determination on the issue of no
significant hazards consideration. The
final determination will serve to decide
when the hearing is held.

If the final determination is that the
amendment request involves no
significant hazards consideration, the
Commission may issue the amendment
and make it immediately effective,
notwithstanding the request for a
hearing. Any hearing held would take
place after issuance of the amendment.

If the final determination is that the
amendment request involves a
significant hazards consideration, any
hearing held would take place before
the issuance of any amendment.

A request for a hearing or a petition
for leave to intervene must be filed with
the Secretary of the Commission, U.S.
Nuclear Regulatory Commission,
Washington, DC 20555, Attention:
Docketing and Services Branch, or may
be delivered to the Commission’s Public
Document Room, the Gelman Building,
2120 L Street, NW., Washington, DC, by
the above date. Where petitions are filed
during the last 10 days of the notice
period, it is requested that the petitioner
promptly so inform the Commission by
a toll-free telephone call to Western
Union at 1–(800) 248–5100 (in Missouri
1–(800) 342–6700). The Western Union
operator should be given Datagram
Identification Number N1023 and the
following message addressed to Robert
A. Capra: petitioner’s name and
telephone number, date petition was
mailed, plant name, and publication
date and page number of this Federal
Register notice. A copy of the petition
should also be sent to the Office of the
General Counsel, U.S. Nuclear
Regulatory Commission, Washington,
DC 20555, and to Michael I. Miller,
Esquire; Sidley and Austin, One First
National Plaza, Chicago, Illinois 60603,
attorney for the licensee.

Nontimely filings of petitions for
leave to intervene, amended petitions,
supplemental petitions and/or requests
for hearing will not be entertained
absent a determination by the
Commission, the presiding officer or the
presiding Atomic Safety and Licensing
Board that the petition and/or request
should be granted based upon a
balancing of the factors specified in 10
CFR 2.714(a)(1)(i)–(v) and 2.714(d).

For further details with respect to this
action, see the application for
amendment dated January 18, 1996,
which is available for public inspection
at the Commission’s Public Document
Room, the Gelman Building, 2120 L
Street, NW., Washington, DC, and at the
local public document room located at
the Jacobs Memorial Library, Illinois
Valley Community College, Oglesby,
Illinois 61348.

Dated at Rockville, Maryland, this 21st day
of February 1996.

For the Nuclear Regulatory Commission.
M. David Lynch,
Senior Project Manager, Project Directorate
III–2, Division of Reactor Projects—III/IV,
Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation.
[FR Doc. 96–4343 Filed 2–26–96; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 7590–01–P
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